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f. Botanik 22 A-3: 6 (1928). 5) Kitagawa, M. Journ. Jap. Bot. 45: 123- 

124 (1970). 6) Becker, W. Beih. Bot. Centralbl. Abt. 2, 34: 253 (1916). 

7) Okwi, J. Journ. Jap. Bot. 26: 233 (1951). 8) Nakai, T. Bot. Mag. 

Tokyo 36: 33 & (54) (1922). 

* * * * 

Since Miss. E. Ito 25 insisted that the species Viola kamtschadalorum W. 
Becker & Hulten should be separated from V. Langsdrofii Fischer ex Gingins 
by some points. Prof. M. Kitagawa 55 followed her in his thesis. However, 
we do not agree with them, because most of the characters which she pre¬ 
sented were observed as infraspecific variations as in the case of Viola tax¬ 
onomy. Many specific characters of ” V. Langsdorfii” that she called also 
appear on Japanese plants. The difference is trivial even if her comparison 
indicated a taxonomic value. Consequently, we should apply the name V. 
Langsdorfii for the Japanese plants, but as a subspecies, ie. Viola Langsdorfii 
subsp. sachalinensis W. Becker 65 . 

The name V. kamtschadalorum can not be chosen even if it is a different 
species because V. kurilensis Nakai 85 which was wrongly quoted by Miss E. 
Ito is the earlier and valid name for the plant. 
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Seeds of Melia azedarach brought from Lucknow to Japan in 1960 by 
the member of the Indo-Japanese Botanical Expedition of Tokyo University, 
germinated and grown well in out door and have had white flowers in the 
end of May. 
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